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Mx.  Char le  s
Genwa l  Coa l
P0  Box  1201
Hunt ing ton ,

STATE OF UTAH
NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil ,  Gos & Min ing

355 W. North Temple ' 3 Triod center . suite 350 . sott Loke city. uT 841g0-1203 . 801-53g-5340

Apr i l  8 ,  1986

CERTIF IED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
N0.  P  001  720  887

Dear  Mr .  Gen t :

Re : Proposed  Assessment  fo r S ta te  V io la t ion  No .  N86-4 -1 -4
o10e r  No . merv  uoun a

The unders igned  has  been  appo in ted  by  the  Board  o f  0 i l ,  Gas  and
I i l i . qg_as  the  Assessment  0 f f i ce r  fo r  assess ing  pena l t i es  under
uMc/sMc 845 .  l1 -845 .L7 .

Enc losed  i s  the  p roposed  c iv i l  pena l t y  assessment  fo r  the  above
re fe renced  v io la t ion .  Th is  v io la t ion  was  i ssued  by  D iv i s ion
Inspec to r  Dave  Lo f  on  March  5 ,  1986 .  Ru le  UMC/SMC 845 .2  eE seq .  has
been  u t i l i zed  to  fo rmu la te  the  p toposed  pena l t y .  By  these  ru les ,
any  wr i t ten  in fo rmat ion  submi t ted  by  you  o r  your  agen t  w i th in  15
days  o f  rece ip t  o f  th i s  no t i ce  o f  v io la t ion  has  been  cons idered  in
de te_rmin ing  the  fac ts  su r round ing  the  v io la t ion  and  the  amount  o f
pena l t y .  ;  :  ,  :  .  . .  l

:  t { i t h in  f i f t een  ( f r1  days  a f te r  rece ip t  o f  th i s  p roposed
assessment ,  you  o r  you t  agen t  may  f i l e  a  wr i t t ,en  reques t  fo r  an'assessment  con fe rence  to  iev iew tne  p roposed  pena l t y .  (Address  a
xeques t  fo r  a  con fe rence  to  Ms .  Jan  Brown a t  the  above  address .  )  I f
no  t ime ly  reques t  i s  made,  a l l  pe r t inen t  da ta  w i l l  be  rev iewed and
the  pena l t y  w i l l  be  reassessed ,  i f  necessary ,  fo t  a  f i na l i zed
assessment .  Fac ts  w i l l  t hen  be  eons idered  wh ich  we le  no t  ava i lab le

. :on  the  da te  o f  the  p roposed  assessment  due  to  the  leng th  o f  the
aba tement  per iod .  Th is  assessment  does  no t  cons t i tu te  a  reques t  fo r
payment .

S incere ly ,

n/" t"J-
Mike  Ear l
Assessment  0 f f i ce r

jmc
Enc losure
cc :  D .  Gr i f f i n
7 'L4Q :

,i",,*r.; +,;;,.i#,

&*

Normon H. Bongerter, Governor
Dee C. Honsen, Executive Director

Dionne R. Nielson, Ph.D.. Division Director

I : :

Gent
Company ,  I ,nc .

Utah  84527

on equol opportunity employer



s l IMMARY 0F  pR0p0sED ASSESSMENT 0F  pE I . , tALT IES

355  Wes t  No r th  Temp le  f  T r i ad  Cen te r  Su i t e  f 50
Sa l t  Lake  C i t y ,U tah  84 I80 -LZO l

801 -5 lB -  5140

COF lPANY/MINE .  Genwa l /C randa l I  Canyon N0v  i l  N  86 -4 -1 -4

PERMIT  I I  ACT /OT5 /O72

VIOLATIO} . I POINTS AMOUi {T

$ geo

4.  000

OF 580

140

OF

OF 49

U T

OF4

OF

OF

74

42

54

OF

OF

OF

TOTAL  ASSESSED F INE

0056  Q

2L9 $6 780
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WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DrvrsION 0F OrL, cAs AND t4INrNG

C0I,FANY/MINE Genwal/Cranda1 I OOyon Nov li N86-4-1-4
PERMIT II ACr/OL5/O32 VIOLATION

I . HISTORY t4AX 25 PTS

OF

A. Are there previous
which fal l  wi th in I

ASSESSI'4ENT DATE 4/7/86

violations which are not pending or vacated,
year of  todayt s date?

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N83-2-14-I

EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 4/8/85

EFF.DATE PTS PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
4/L9/85 NB4-4-14-l 2/28/86 IZWT_ffiffi+-W---ffi 

fiitu Ta/z-sd7sr ---ffi

N65:4-d-;I-
N85a-:z---
wzz0----
M.tarr-
=t--
v6>-4- t -L
N65:tr-16-.f-

-2-E-81W6-T-nffi mEre -r-
-muBT

7/Mwrefffiff i-
W-r--@ffifI point foTEh-p@ one @'i-5 points for eacfr past violat ion ih a C0, u'p io one yearNo pendlng notices shall be counted

l'{lrE: For assiqrent of pints in parts rt ard rrr, tte fou.wingaFnries' Basd-qt lfie faFs--*sH"d by tfre arrpetm, ghe Asseswrtofficer wirl ffiercire witnin-ffiictr otigry G vioratior farls.Begiltrdng at the-midgint or rf c+e$y, uE no riIL diust the Firts
ffi' 

utilizirg tte irspectc's ino-6perator's stateients as iuiclrq

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? Event

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 25
e i the !  A  o r  B )

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

l .

2.

What is
prevent?

the event which the viorated standard was designed to
_ l'later Pollution

wfa! fs.the probabil ity of the occurrence of the event which aviolated standard was designed io prevent?

PROBABILITY
None
Insignif icant
Unlikely
Likely
0ccurred

RANGE
11
LJ

l-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

L2
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS 12

PROVrDE AN EXPLANATTON 0F p0rNTS rnspector indicates it is rikery that
,u because ofa-- -Ua.rt



PROVIDE AN
reach the

EXPLANATION OF
stream but that

Page 2 of 7

3.  Would or  d id  the damage or  impact  remain wi th in  the
exploration or permit area? ir lo

|IANGE I"IID-PCIN T
Within Exp/Permit Area O-7* 4
Outside Exp/Permit Area &25x L6^In 

assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
sa id damage or  impact ,  in  ler rns of  area and impact  on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS B

POINTS Inspector indicates f low would l ikelv
the effect on the quali ty of the stream would not

S I vel.y small area is in

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

RANGE MID-POINT

L-Tz 7
t7-25 L9

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGI'I HINDRANCE POINTS

O I"IID-POINT

III.  NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT B)

MAX ]O PTS

A. was this an inadvertent vioration which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF S0 - NO NEGLIGENCE;
0R l{as this a fallure of a perrnlttee to prevent the occurrenee of
a vioration due to indifference, lack of dirigence, or rack of
reasonable care, or the failure to abate any violaiion due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this violati_on the result of reckless, knowing, or
iNtCNtiONAl CONdUCT? TF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULTJHNi.I
NEGLIGENCE.

STATE DEGREE 0F NEGLIGENCE Neqliqence
TIGENcEPOINTS 4

PROVIDE

No Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree of

r-15
Fault L6-39

POINTS
roblem. re nas a

.J

27

!or  ind icates that  he doubts theAN EXPLANATION OF
t was aware of theo

in this area rev runorf  seasons.
not  been anv so
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IV. G00D FAITH MX -20 pTS. (ei ther A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the oermit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATEMENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Compliance -I1 to -20*
(Immediately following the issuance of the NOV)
Rapid Compliance -1 to -10*
(Permittee used dil igence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0
(0perator complied within the abatement period required)

*nssign in rryer or l-m fralf of rarEp @rdiru m ahatenst
mrring in r.st or ?rd tralf of mmlt pecid;

B. DiC the permittee not have the resources at hand to aehieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to physicai. activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT AtsATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used dil igence to abate the vioLation)
Normal Compliance -1 to -L0*
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the l imits of the NOV or the violated standard, ot the plan
suhnitted for abatement was j_ncomplete)

EASY 0R DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? Easv ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS O

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
not been terminated.

At the time of assessment this NOV had

V. ASSESSMENT SUI.4MARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POIhITS

III.  TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POII.ITS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

N85-4-1-4 /tl

25-T
L U---

-
U

$e60

ASSESSMENT OFFICER MiKe EaTl

49

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

4/7/86

73L3Q

PROPOSED ASSESSI4ENT FINAL ASSESSI'4ENT
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WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COI"FANY/|4INE Genwatrlgendq!l- Canyon NOv / i  NB5-4-1-4

PERMIT // ACT/OL5/O32 VIOLATIOI.I 2 OF

I .  HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. A.r9 !,h9re_previous viorations which are not pending or vacated,
which fal l  wi th j -n 1 year of  today's date?

ASSESSMENT DATE 4/7/86 EFFECT1VE ONE YEAR DATE 4/B/85

i;i=:_-T---NB5-4-6-r W-T--ffi 
-z/2WT

ffi-i---N85-4-5-2 a-/Z{KTW =/-WTw463- WWTW -z'Znere -T-

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
NB]-2-I4-I 4 /19/85 I N84-4-I4-1 2/28/ 86 1

Event Viol-ations MAX 45 pTS

what is t ire event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent? Vlater pollution

l ' lhat is the probabil i ty of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

Nry: For_assigrrent of points in parts rr ard rrr, ffE fouotrirlg
aFslies. Eased on tfie fats eTryfrie'd by lfie irlepeaflm, ttte nssmnt
Officer wirr 61ottt* within Fflidl catiggry the- violatisr fatts.gegimirq at tfe-eidgint of the catego[y, Ute AO riIL adjust tfie eoists
P or @' utilizing tte inspector's ind-6perator's stateients as buiairlgfuEtts.

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (g) violation? Event

*':_ _Z-TBwTffi -TBM-T

Ntr7=Ie-:T-- qL-W -T--ffi 
ffi T

r -  potnr  ror  eacn past  v io la t ion,  up Lo one year
5 points  for  each past  v io la t ion in  a C0,  u-p to  one year
l. lo pending noti-ces shall  be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 25
I I .  SERIOUSNESS (e i ther  A or  B)

A .

1 .

2.

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
UnlikeIy
LikeIy
0ccurred

RANGE
U

I-4
5-9

10-14
L5-20

MID-POINT

2
7

L2
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS L2

tor indicates that addit ional
or the e

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
qqnoff from snow melt is all that

cates that i t  is  I t  the event  has aoccur.
t  the ev of that was obscured plesent snow cover.

occurred



t .

I
Page 2 of

l{ould or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No

Within Exp/Permit Area
Qutside Exp/Permit Area g-Zsx
-In assigning points, consi-der the duratj-on
said damage or impact,  in terms of  area and
public or envi.ronment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS

l. Is this a potential or actuaL hindrance to enforcement?

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0I{ 0F POINTS Insoector indicates that not a oreat
r - - l  ,lqqr or Oamage occurrs at any one moment but that i t  haS a cumulative

xtent
tnto nuntrngton Uree|<.

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 pTS

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLAhIATION OF POINTS

I'tID-POINT

L6
and extent  o f
impact on the

RANGE MID-POINT

L-Lz 7
13-25 19

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POII{TS

T0TAL SERIOUSNESS P0INTS (A or s)

MAX ]O PTS

24

III. NEGLIGENCE

A. Was this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF S0 - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifferencer lack of dirigence, or rack of
reasonable eare, or the failure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R !{as this violation the result of reckress, knowi-ng, or
iNtCNtiONAI CONdUCI? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT iNNNI
IIEGLIGENCE.

|.,lo liegligence 0
Negligence t-15
Greater Degree of Fault L6-3O

MID-POINT
B

2t

STATE DEGREE 0F NEGLIGENCE Greater Deqree of Fault
ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE POINTS 25

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F P0INTS The operator was issued NOV #N85-4-7-2 tt2
lfor !l? same probl?m. The operato

sPecrrrc constructlon and rnaintenance specif ications in their mine pLan.
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IV.  G00D FAITH MAX -20 pTS.  (e i ther  A or  B)

A. Did the operator have onsile the resources necessary to achieve
compl iance of  the v io la ted s tandarC wi th in  the permi t  area? IF S0-EASY AtsATEI,,ENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Compliance -11 to _20*
(Immediately fol lowing the issuance of the N0V)
Rapid Compliance -l  to -I0*
(Permittee used di l igence to abate the vioration)
Normal Compliance 0
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign 
in-tpen or lom ln1f of range Oepenliry ur ahatmrt

occ'Ering in rst or ?d lnlf of awmrt iecid;

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to_physicar activity to achieve compliance? rF s0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUAiION

Diff icult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to _20*
(Permittee used dir igence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance -I to -10*
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took mininaf actions for abatement to stay within
the l imi ts  of  the NOV or  the v io la ted s tandard,  or  the p lan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY 0R DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? Difficult ASSIGI.{ G00D FAITH PoINTS 0

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
not been terminated.

At the t ime of assessment this NOV had

V. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE PCII.ITS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

ASSESSME|'IT DATE 4/7/ 86 ASSESSMEN 
"

N86-4-L-4 ttz

25
T

L A

T...-=F-
U

74

73L3Q

PROPOSED ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENT
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I{ORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISICN OF OIL. GAS AND IvIINING

C0I'PANY/MINE Cenwal/Crandal I C Nov /l N86-4-t-4

PERMIT # ACT/OI'/O12 VIOLATION 3 OF

I. HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

N6reT- ZBw--T--ffi ffi-TN -FT-- zWTffi3ff iT
NBa'2-2o;6- awTw -2=:m -r-
mFFz:Z- 1mwTffi  f f iTxii--cB5-4-3-L z-L1K 5--ffi -3=;:7W-r

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
NBt-2-I4-1 4/L9/85 I N84-4-14-t 2/28/85 I

Iir5ffi- T/L-eza;- ----ffit MT
lpoint forGEfp@o oEE@T
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shall  be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 25

A. Ar9 thgre_previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fal l  wi th in I  year of  today's date?

ASSESSMENT DATE 4/7/86 EFFECTiVE ONE YEAR DATE 4/8/85

NEry: For_assigrwrt of points in parts rr ard lfr, ttE fourirg
ryli.es. Basd m lfie fets snTplietl by tfie fuWfor, the Asseswrt
officer wirr detennire witain rriricfi catigpry tre'vioratisr farrs.gegirnirE at tfie-und-pint of lfie cateqdlyr-tfie ,lo ri.at djust the poirfrs
tp or @r' utili-zing ffe irryctm's InO-theratorts statCents as ilridirgfu.Eills.

Is this an Event (A) or Hlndrance (B) violation? Event

A. Event Violations t'4AX 45 pTS

what is the event which the violated standard was designed
prevent? _Environmental Harm

$lhat is the probabil i ty of the occurrenee of the event which
violated standard was designed to prevent?

l .

2.

to

PROBABILITY
None
Insignif icant
Unlikely
Likely
0ccurred

RANGE I,IID-POINT
0

1-4 2
5-9 7

10-14 L2
L5-20 L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS

II. 9ERIOUSNESS (either A or B

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Inspector indicates that it is untikelv
that anv of  the 1arg? fuel  col la i
ff iontainers could be knocked over.



Page 2 of

3. i . lould or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? yes

RANGE MID-POINT
l, l i thj-n Exp/Permit Area O-7+ 4
Outside Exp/Permit Area B-25* L6^In 

assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
sa id damage or  impact ,  in  terms of  area and impact  on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS rf the to occur
woqld be significant. Hovrever. asG the sma
of  the

B. Hi-ndrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?

RANGE MID-POINT

even
ortr d

twa I
o

Potential hi.ndrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

L-Tz 7
L7-25 L9

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

III. NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT B)

}4AX 30 PTS

A. l |r las this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF S0 - N0 NEGLIGENCE i
0R Was this a fal lure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a vioration due to indifference, lack of dir lgence, or rack of
reasonable care, or the fai lure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE:
0R tt ' las this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
intentional conduct? IF sO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT fHnru
NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree

1-r5
ol Fault 16-30

O NIID-POINT
8

27

STATE DEGREE 0F NEGLIGENCE Greater Deqree of Fault
ASSIG|'I I.IEGLIGENCE POINTS 25

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS The operator has received two orior
violations regarding this area. N
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IV.  GCOD FAITH r4AX -20 PTS. e i the r  A  o r  B )

A- Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compl iance of  the v io lated standard wi th in the oermit  area? IF S0-EASY ABATEMENT
Easy Abatement Situation

lirnediate Compliance -Il to -20*
(Immediatety fotlowing the issuance of the NOV)
Rapid Compliance -I to -I0*
(Permittee used dil igence to abate the viol_ation)
l'{ormal Compliance 0
(0perator complied withln the abaternent period required)

*Assign in qper or lom half of rarEe cleperding ot ahtmlt
mrrirq in rst or ?rd half of mcrt pedod;

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
p_r]!_r to_physical actlvity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used dil igence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance -1 to -10*
(Operator complied vrithin the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the l imi ts of  the NOV or the v io lated standard,  or the pran
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY 0R DTFFIOULT ABATEI"IENT? Easv ASSTGN GOOD FAITH POINTS-I5

PR0VIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F P0INTS NOy was to be abated by f4arch 19, 1985.
NOV was terminated effective MarchTFil

ASSESSMENT DATE 4/7/86

ASSESSMENT SUI"1I,{ARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

II1. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

NB5-4-L-4 #3

25
T
T

T

ASSESSMENT 0FFICER Mike Earl

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $ego
,21,4 .,i ^ r,)' / / //; f 24l^ .(

77L3Q

PROPOSED ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENT
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Y'IORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PEi{ALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0I,FANY/l.,lINE Genwal/CrandaIl Canvon NOv # NB5-4-1-4

PERMIT /I ACT/OI5/O32

I. HISTO,RY MAX 25 PTS

VIOLATIOI{ 4 OF

A. A.r9 !h9r-e_previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fal1 wi th in 1 year of  today's date?

ASSESSMENT DATE 4/7/86 EFFECT1VE ONE YEAR DATE 4/S/85

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
i.l8l-2-14-1 4/L9/85 I N84-4-14-1 2/28/86 1

ffi:4:IGI- n-/ns -T----niffi
3/L'T4B 

- 
I--

iiFF:---->-i---NB5-4-6-i- zw-T--ffi 
-ZaEKT

Ii-857;nz--- lilzW 
-T ffi Affi T

NE Z-ZO--- zEW 
-3--W 

Z.z-re --r
ih'h'^'^J-:---

s?-1t-3_- aimwTw m:EWT
cB5-4-3-L Z-L4T F--w --MTT

lpofrt-forSdFp@o on@-
5 points  for  each past  v io la t ion in  a C0,  up to  one year
No pending notices shall  be counted

W: For_assigrmrt of points fui parts rr ard rrr, ffre follwirqaFnli-es. Based on tfie fatts srmri.ed by the inspecistr, tfrc Aseswnt
officer wirl deterlnire within $lllidl cati{gmy ttre" vioratim falLs.gegirnirE at the^rld-pint of the categoilyr-lfE Ao rirl dJust uE Firts
W or @' utilizing tfe irspectc's 5nd-6perator's stateierEs as 

-quidilg

fu.Erts.

Is this an Event (A) or t l indrance (B) violation? Event

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 25
II. SERI0USNESS (either A or B)

A. Event Violations t,4AX 45 pTS

r. l{hat is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent? Water pollut ion

l{hat is the probabil i ty of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

? .

PROBABILITY
None
Insignlf icant
Unlikely
Likely
0ccurred

RANGE
0

I-4
,9

10-14
L5-20

MID.POINT

2
7

L2
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS L3

PROVIDE AN EXPLAI{ATION OF POINTS Assessed as l ike1y based on tor
statemen! that disturbed area r was bypassinq the s ond inlet
culvert and con down acces t runo

cause the event to occur.
road. ncreaseo snow me

l ikely.
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'r{ould or Cid the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permlt area? \o

RANGE MID-POINT
I, l i thin Exp/Permit Area 0-7* 4
Qutside Exp/Permit Area B-Zsx L6*In 

assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
sa id damage or  impact ,  in  terms of  area and impact  on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS IO

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?

PROVIDE.AN EXPLANATION_0F P0INTS Inspecto] irrdicates the runof I Qypglngthe_s,edimelt_pond was less than 5

Potential hindrance
Aetual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

RANGE

L-Tz
L3-25

MID-POINT

7
L9

T T T  t t - ^ l  1 6 - lI I I .  NLLJLILTNCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POII'ITS (A oT B)

I4AX ]O PTS

23

A. lt las this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF S0 - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of dirigence, or rack of
reasonable'care, or the failure to al:ate any violation due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this vioLation the result of reckless, knowi_ng, or
intentional conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULrJnnu
NEGLIGENCE.

No I'Jegllgence 0
Negligence 1-15
Greater Degree of Fau1t L6-3O

MID-POINT
8

23

STATE DEGREE 0F NEGLIC.ENCE Nuqliq"n""
TIGENcEPOINTS 6

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATIONOF POINTS
maintainto operator fai l ino to
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IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -20  PTS.  (e i t he r  A  o r  B )

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compl iance of  the v io la ted s tandard n i th in  the permi t  area? IF S0-EASY ABATEMEIIT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Compliance -I l  to _20*
(Imrnediately fol lowing the issuance of the N0V)
Rapid Compliance -1 to _10*
(Permittee used di l igence to abate the vioration)
Normal Compliance 0
(0perator conplied within the abatement period required)

*Rssign 
in-tpec or lorer half of rarqe oeperuirU on abatwrt

mnring in rst or ?rd tralf of arsrt irerid;
B. Did the permittee not have ilre resources at hand to achieve

compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
p_Lig_r^t-o_physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUAiION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance _I1 to _20*
(Permittee used dil igence to abate the vioration)
Normal Compliance -I to -10*
(0perator compried within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the l imits of the i. lOV or the viol_ated standard, or the plan
subrnitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY 0R DrFFrcuLT ABATET'4ENT? Easv ASSTGN G00D FArrH porNTs 0

PR0VIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS l.lOV was to be abated immediatelv. NoV
was terminated effective MarQn 1

V. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR N86-4-I-4 tt4

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

ASSESSMENT DATE 4/7/86

.> c,

T
o-----
U

ASSESSMENT OFFICER MiKe EaTI

73L3Q

PROPOSED ASSESSI,ENT FINAL ASSESSMENT


